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IVNTISCBO.

The School of Ilrlsgs, Potter unit Abliatt
Esieiitlntly tlnchrulliin.

To Tilt: Bditoii or Tint Hun ." I think all
men of consistent thought, whether they be- -
long to the dlatlneiy religious or clearly
rationalistic schools o( belief, must thank you

for the good work jrou have been doing for
consistency of thought and creed, whether a
roan speak as a Christian or a a rationalist.

, The exposur roil hat been making from
tlmo to time In your rilltorlal pages of th
fsllseles snd Inconsistencies of th new school
of mongrels la a logical

. and a public duty well done, for which I, ns
ns a rationalist, want to thank you. I
can respect any man of consistent Ideas,
whether ho Is a religions bollever or rational
unbeliever, but 1 have, no respect, either moral
or Intellectual, for a mongrel-min- d who. while

! nvowlng overv logical prlnclplo of disbelief,
j ;J ypt Inslstson poslngns tho ro-i- l true believer:
t nnd It Is tlm that tho utmost logical rldlctllo' a brought to tiniron these men. ns you have
t been o ably doing, so that they can begot to n

real Mtlon or their ridiculous and destructive,
i position. And If they have really eoasod to be
I believers In the essentials of logical and

f, 1 Jilstorla Christianity, they should no longer
'! V pos as spokesmen of that creed, and If they

; )iae become rationalists, they should no
. longer Insist on kesplng on the fading disguise

, of Christianity.
i' 1 These men not only pose as good Christians.
j S but lnlt on ocouprlng Christian pulpits, yet
'j I Bve utterance to doc rlnes utterly opposed to

f I every principle of loilc.il nnd hlstorlo Chris
'tj I tlnnlty. Not only this, hut they appear to be
jfr fi qultn destitute of any logical or consistent
j! h belief In religion as a "revealed" or divinely

a and dlrecte I system, and nre wholly
j 1 "paean" or rationalistic In their attitude of
f mind, making nature nnd reason entirely
j I I kupreme, and not "grace." "faith." or Inspired

I B authority.
I Indeed, not only do these men act like "In- -
" tell ctual cowards." as ynu have so boldly and

, ' truly sabl. but they nlsoeeem to act like Intel- -

simpletons nnd hybrids, for they are
unable to distinguish or recognize

prlnclp.es of different creeds or
of thought, and ntn unwilling to

ihemselvi'S honestly nnd logically v. hero
belong. Witness such men as

Ilectual Totter and Abbott tutting themselves
ratlonall-tl- c position with regard to
ami Christian Scriptures, viz. : thst

to be treated just thesnmnnnyother
of human literature, to bi regnrdod ns

only In tho same wny as Shnkesrc.-ir-
subject to tho some errors ami

i pi faults found In all human wotk, and while con- -

I.--' k tninlng In some sense oin here some word
or reielntlon of God, th.s Is only to be found

!f out nnd determined by each mnn for himself
by the oxerclse of his free and untrammelled

f, il ressnu. which U thus made tlie sole judgoof
'A fi the "revelation." Now.lt Is needless to any
t V: that this Is no: logical nnd historic Christianity

and never was It Is the position ot rational- -

j , $ Ism anl pagan ph.loopliy, pure and simple.
)() that l. n basis of nature, free thought
j! ; nnd supremacy of rmson. as opposed
4 J to tho lde-- i of supernatural Interfer- -

A ence. Inspired author ty and acceptance,
ii by "rnltb " Yet these men eeem to

.. ij ;jj bo such lntellectii.il slmplo'ons. or intellectual
(

j' ,1 rowarde :i you have termed them, tint they
,' ( J nre not nble to see th!nor consistent enough
' ! U to avow It and range themselves openly In fie

ranksof rat!onnlittwhnrethi'ycIenrly belong:
Kj but. they continue intliemliilctry ot n
fl Church whose doctrinal foundations theynto
Vj doing everything to destroy. One of theso
t'j men, and probably the most nblo nnd Intolleet- -

Ifii mil ot the lot. had the gool grace or sense to
P3-- ' resign from tho patorate of a nominally Chris- -

f vK tian Church, but whetherthisacfraspromptod
ijfcj bra realization of his anomaly in such a posl- -

"? iwi tinn Isnauestion
,.- -. a, 1 Now. If we were logically to analyze tho be- -

hi vJtH liels of most of theso motisrolChrlstlans.lt
vrould beeitremo'y IIITIcult to tell wny ther
ever could have, tho Intellectual face to call
themselves Christians In any truo logical or
Mstorlc sense at all, since so far as th" per-

sona itr. oftlco and function of Christ are con-
cerned, they would be found to hno icx'.t no
Kreater conception of him than anygoid Jew
or Slohanmedan ulways had. nnd oven much
less o ii mystical belief about him than any
koo'I Uuddhist or Hindoo would readily con-

fess to have. Acalu. when we romo to analyz
the basis ot thulr ethlcil hleas and their
test or determination for truth, we llml
that thoy are foun led entirely In nature
bud rmon. exactly a are the pagan phlloso-rhle- s

taught from Kpleurua or Socrates of
old to Spencer of and no different from
what Is now t.iught and has been forthousntiils
of years tntieht by the followers of Ilud-rih- a,

Con'ucius ami other Oriental philoso-
phies nud Irnm whit was alo taught by tho
Htolcsof Greece and Home If, theryfore. theoI religious rationalists are entitled In any sense
to rank themselves as Chrl'tinn, wo have
the rrdiiriiond n'isiinriiii (h it we could just as
well call the Jws and Mohammedans, the
Hiiddhtts nnd Confuclanlsts, tho Stoics and
Kplcuroans Christians uNo, for nil thesn ect
believed just as much or more ot what is
liltorlcal
"Christians."

Christianity ns do theto psoudo

There Is a milder type of hybrid which Is
represented by the ndvanced Unitarians like
Dr. Harnge. with whom you have been having
n little controversy of late, and while much
more consistent and outspoken In their ration-sllx-

thv yet appotr to think that they
nro o.ulte entitled to class themselves as
Christians, while really believing no more
about Chtlst or Christianity than nny Jew or
Mohammedan does, and no more of Christian
philosophy tnan any of the rational pagans
did. Indeed, Dr. Savage, In a recent
sermon, seemed to nulte flatter hlm- -

S f self that his seot, as a Christian sect,
fl ! j ' was "arbiter" In the present vital crisis In the

j$ . 1'rotestant half of tho Christ nn world, as Is
ff shown by tho Drlggs-Potter-D- e Costa contro

ls '! ersy. Dr. Savage hohls that Do Costa Is ab- -
B ) solutely right as a logical Christian, and Potter

O and llrlggsnlsolutelv wrong, nnd euro to prove
W f, i wreckers of the entire I'rntestnnt edifice. He

ft blso holds that there are no logical nlternatlvos
K Wl In this dilemma but "Itomo or Iienson, ' In nil

fl SJj, S S r'' which conclusions, I, ns a rationalist,
S- - j j most heartily agree with him. Hut when
g- - j )in assumes that modern Unltnnnnlsm
ftS I repressnts nny branch of Christianity or
Ml i j Is entitled to poe as such, I entirely din- -

B v ! j agree with him. Unltnrlanlsm Is no longer
fl ft J 'Vn tarlanlsm" In n Christian sense, butHH ;?.,t ptactlcally pure rationalism, nnd the sooner It
H S tjg declares Itself such tho bettor It will bo for

V ufr consistency and honesty In thought Tho
H C Unitarlnnism ot Dr. Savngo nnd others of his
H ' f R' schoo' Is no way different In logical basis and
H j

' t elaboration Irom the pagan schools of Arls- -

PB ; L I .' tntlo ami the Stoics, which nro aKo practically
H . I !' ! Identical with the philosophy of Confucius nndH )"' J the evnlu'loiiary philosophy of Tho
H f j fact l that all our advanced thoiuht y Is

PB i j i nothing hut a wonderful revival of pagnn
Pj IL i( u thought nnd philosophy of tho best sfliooN.

PH fcC--
I . put Ing Nature nnd lleaonns tho solo nnd only

PPJ tV sources of nuthorlty and nrbltersof truth.
PP it. I Von have vry logically pointed out to Dr.

PJl , Hav.ige his fallacy of poking as ii Christian on a
PPJ ifc t bals of pure reason and that he cannot main- -

PH' j tain tho do trlnvs of the Cliilstlan religion, not
PftBl '( eien the simple Idea of a personal (iod, with- -Hr j j nut resort to "faith" or "revelation. " Heseems
PPJbV s to tidnk, with most Chrlstiniis, that a personal
PPJ 's j (lol Is nnd provablo by reason, but
PPJ V f this Is not so The personal conception
PPJ s f 1 of God never Ims been believed In by

PH IS Intellectual tnces or thinkers nctlng on n
PPJ I tj purely philosophic lnis nnd wlthnu faith.
PH 'jjj This Is it hlstorlo ph'losophlc fnct thnt seems
PPJI' '1 to bo unknown to the nierage Christian,
PbH hut It ought to bo known to such n mnn
PPB'. ' as Dr. Kniage, Moat all the anol-- nt pagan
PPH( I philosophers and almost all nioleru phlloso.
PlHi ( 1 phers, who have thought ths subject nut. clvo
PlH, UP the personal conception as untenable In

PbH, I reason nnd Incline to or adopt the Impersonal
PpH.' I or pa i tbeistlo conception, whlob Js tht truo

PpBltfVPJPflBV

rational or Dhlloscphlo conception. Not only
Is this ths cass with Spinoza, to whom you
have referred, but practically ths case with all
puro rational philosophy In the past and the
present Your point against Dr. Bavsgs Is
therefore, I think, absolutely Impregnable
from a philosophic, and logical basis.

Now, for logical consistency oaths side of
rollglon, I hnro to commend ths letter Id Tint
Rus of Nov. 1 from "E. P W ," nn evident Chris-
tian, showing how Dr. Bavnge can support his
Idea of a personal God and other religious
ideas by faith, and only by fnlth, Dut while
us a rationalist I do not bslleve In faith as a
proper moral or Intellectual ground ot bsllcf,
nnd while It can glv no rational or true cer-
tainty at all. It Is perfectly true thst making
faith supreme or reason supreme marks off the
religious man or Christian from the rationalist.
If, thersfors. Dr. Ravage makes ronson
suprems. as he seems to do, and rsjsets faith,
ho should no longer In any manner or sense
call himself a Christian.

I, therefore, want again to thank and com-
mend The Run for Its conslstont and logical
courso In contending for theso distinctions,
and I want to say finally, that ths real battle of
our day Is going to be between pure ration-
alism nnd pure "religion" or "faith," and In
this contest mongrel systems nrs not going to
count for much It Is surely going to b aright
bstween "Itomo nnd Heason" nit along tho
line. As for Protestantism, It has practically
got no more fight In It now, for In-

stead of fighting It has Intermarried with
the snemy and has produced such hy-

brids ns Ilrlggs and Abbott, Ac, who will
nsvor reproduce themselves In another gener-
ation of thought. Only the puro breeds are
going to survive In this struggle, as thsy have
already survived for thousands of years. Wit-
ness ths organic, and doctrinal solidity of the
Unman Church, on theons hand, ar.d the undy-
ing vigor of the grent pagan philosophies
through all the ages on the other, philosophies
now permitting all our ethical andcosm.nal
thought. Witness ths permnnsnovof Vsdsnta
philosophy In Asia nnd the Confuclau philoso-
phy In China nnd tho wonderful growth of
th evolutionary philosophy with ui. which
last Is nothing but a revival and elaboration of
Greek and Oriental philosophy. Then compsre
with these the ridiculous snd critical position
if the hybrid system known ns advanced Prot-

estantism Tho essence of Protestant-Is- m

has always been the authority of the Bible
ns distinguished from the authority ot ths
Church, hut now, with the Bible gone nnd
Heasnn put In Its place, what beoomes of Prot-
estantism?

DtlOOKLTK. NOV. 3. ClllBLXS M. IIlCWUNfl.

"SrholnUlctit" lleplles to the Argument
Tlmt Christianity Hemmed Immortality.
To the EniTon or Titr Hux-M- r.- Mr.

"The Old Testament does not con-11-

n paragraph which can be shown to set
for h clearly the doctrine of Immortality." lis
continues: "The Jewish literature Is found to
contain no clear evidence of Immortality."
Neither in the Old nor ths New Testament do
we find clear svMonce of the Trinity. There-for- e

Clirlstlnns do not belters In that sublime
mystery' Oh! Shades of Booratss, Plato. Arls-totl- e.

look down with commiseration on ths
present generation of logicians. 0 Sacre
Socrnlrf. orn pro nnbitl Suppose a lawyer said
In n court o' justice: "Your Ilonorand gentle-
men of the jurv. this man Jones Is not a citizen
of this commonwealth. What proof havp I?
Proof! I say so. Jones never set It forth clsar-l- y

that h Is or was. Therefoie It Is true." Ten
mlnutws after this harangue the jury would say
to the Court: "Your Honor, we ask you to
reprimand this lawyer for trifling with our In-

telligence, or have him committed to Bellevus
for elimination."

"The Hebrew Is merely a nurssry language
compared with Grcok an I Latin, The nsbrew
could hardly have talked Iramo tallty If he had
ths Idea." The Hebrew language appears
roor and obscure to us. for we havs only one
book in It. Any language would appear In tho
same light under similar conditions. I apreil
toour Jewish friends an I Hebrew scholars ns
witnesses to tho truth of my nssertlon. Ths
.lows spoke the Phoenician language, and
surely the Pho?ntclnns cultivated the arts and
silences Now, according to ths vory best

the most perfect language must 'y

bethelanuungeof thoss,ntlons which
cultivate the arts and sclsness. Hence the In-

sinuation of Ignorance ngnlntt the Jews Is un-
true. The Phnrn'clans were the teachers of
mankind, and If they had philosophic terms
the Jews must have them. too. Tho writings
of Jeremiah. Isaiah. David and Job show
a wonderfully rich nnd copious langiiaTe. (Hee
Jews to Voltaire, p. .r31.) When the
Jews had leturned from tho seventy years'
captivity at Babylon they used the CbnM.ilc
or Aramaic language, with some Hebrew
words. Hence If Is called tho
vernacular at the time of Chr'st. The old

was practically lost during the cap-tlilt-

"Scholastlcus1 naksus to helleve that the
Jewish sect, called the Christians, got those
doctrlnos by a divine revelation." I never said
so.

"The evidence clearly seemn to be that the
Christian sect got the doctrlno from their
neighbors." Denied. Lot us have tho proof.
Note the word seems.

"Scholastlous' may remember that It was
th Magi or Persians who were Interested In
Christ at nishlrth." I assure Mr. Hlgglns I do
not rememb-- r anything o' th kn,, x great
mnny authorities say ths Magi enme from
Clmldea Ball asserts they came trom Mesopo-
tamia. .tntln the martyr. TertulHan nnd
Miliary nfllrm that they came from Arabia
Tellx. The Homnn Catholic Church thinks
they were kings of Htblopla. of Tharsls. of tho
Islands of Pahn and Arabia (rsai., Ixxl: Iss
lx.1 Bee Tinman mlssal-losson- s for Epiph-
any.

"A Jew who resided In Keypt nnd did not get
a knowledge of Immortality must he very

or vory stupid," No douht. An Irish-
man who does not talk English after ysors In
this glorious country must be very stupid.
Dl I the Irishman talk English before coming
here?

Mr. nigglns prefers his own "to the soho'as.
tie theory, viz.. thst the Jews were so stupid
thnt only an omnipotent not could put nnv Idea
In their heads" Who among ths many
scholastics taught this nnmsles dootrlns?
I et us have the names of a few The scho'as.
lies taught that Immortality of the soul can be
proved by reason. They bate their proof
chleflv on the Aristotelian theory of ongnltlon.
Intellectual activity, said thsy. proves the soul
immaterial, and therefore Indestructible and
Immortal.

"'Fcholastlcus' seems to grasp at straws
when he nttompts to argue that there
Is no Poeratlc Hcrlpture.becanseBocrates never
wrote anvthlnc." I never said nnythlngof the
kind. Proof, p'ene, Note the word seems.

"P'nto's teachings on Immortality are not
the true Christian type nt all. but are mors
nearly like thoe of Buddhism, If not Identical
wl'h It." In another letter ho states: " In the
'Phnvlo nf Plato the teachings are practically
Identical with the Christian belief." Now. I
have already shown that the philosophy of the
"rbir-do"- s Platnnlo. not Bocrntlo; that the
mctarh) slcal arguments of thd " Phn1o "were
not those usd by Bocratos In prison, or nt
nnyothertlme: that In the "Plmido" Immor-
tality Is ultimately proved by the doctrlas of
Ideas; that Aristotle (Metnph.. xll 45)

tolls us that tho doctrine ot tdens was
unknown to Bocratos, and thnt Bncrates and
Plato bllevcd In tho transmigration of souls;
ami now I accuse Mr. Hlgglns of omitting
these Important words In his quotations from
Kocrates, viz.: " man of sense will not Insist
that these things nre exactly ns I havo de-

scribed them" (P 'J(W).

"In the literature or tho Persians and Hin-
doos, the Egyptians, the Greeks nnd Romans,
the doctrine of Immorlnlltv Is found," Of
courssitls. Belief In It Is found In nil coun-
tries In somo shape or other It Is confessed
by all peoples (Mnller, Essays. I., p. fit: Lotze,
1I p. 451; Nadalllsc. p. 408; Pesehol. Volker-kund- e,

p, 270; Kiiabenbauer. Das Zeugnlss,
Ac. Max Mttllcr, vol. II p. '.'3rt; Cicero, Tnsonl,

I I.. 12. 20 ; t yrll. Ep. I.. Ad Mont. ; Mohlsr. Ath ,
1 I., p. lfiUln Clcoro advlsss us to consult

the most ancient authors, as thsy ar the best
on Immortality. He tells us that all the
anolsnt peoples be Irved In It, Cyril said that
a man who denied Immortality had eaten of

.'the root which made the reason prisoner.
Plato (Tim.. 2. xxll..48:rhlllsb p. 101 ascribes
all nls knowledge of Ood and tho soul to the
ancients, to tho barbarians, viz., Chaldoes, and
to tho Egyptian priests. Aristotle (Met., xxll..
8) traces belief In Ood to the gray mists of
antiquity. There Is a similarity In all religions

' and beliefs, and hence they must have the
I same origin. But ths divine Plato nnd his

master were first to put philosophy on a prnc- -
tlcal basis. Hence the clearness with whloh
thsy speak of Immortality. It Is trus that
Plato's doctrlnsa of ths star-so- system,
the of souts. his theory th it
the universe Is an animal having body
and soul, and his fanciful cosmogony appear
absurd to us but w must not forget
what Euseblus In his "Pncparntlo

of the grsat philosopher: "Plato
alone of all the Greeks had arrived at the ves-

tibule of truth, and stood nt Its very portals";
that Augustine In "City of God" expresses his
admiration for his gigantic Intellect, and that
ths name of his admirers Is legion, and that
tho Illustrious Gladstone pours forth a flood
of eloquence on the grent divine whose length-
ening years have beon but on growing
splsndor, nnd who at the last has lefta lofty
name, a light, a landmark on the cliffs of fnme.

Ths Christian apologists e'almed that Chris-
tianity was not entirely new. Its foundations
are found In the Old Ttst.imcnt. The prophets,
said they, were before Socrates and Plato,
Mosss bsfore Homer. The apologists claimed
that Eastern traditions, as Plato and Herod-
otus admitted, were the well-hea- d of Orttk
wisdom, and thsy tried to show that ths Grosk
philosophy camo from ths Old Testament.
Christianity Is prngresflTelPrudsntiUM.p-rls- t ;

Hymra.. II. 272: Ambrose. Ep.
Ths Christian fathers held thst th heathen
had n great dsal ot truth mixed with error.
Justin taught that all In whom the logos en-

tered were Christians. He considered lleracll-tu- s
nnd Bocratos as Christians, nnd so do I,

TheNowTestamont was given In ths Garden
of Eden, tho Old on ths Mount, Hence tho
New was before ths O'd. Morsorer, I believe,
I hops Mr. Hlgglns will not bo scandalized
that Bocrates Is In hssvsn, tor he died
a martyr for the unity ot ths ono truo
God, Some of the fathers claim thit such men
wore baptized In Umbo by the Apostles. Urlgsn
and Clsment tnught practically the same as
Justin. The grsut Augustine (Itetrsct, I., l.'ll.
says that "Christianity oxlstad during tho

that elapsed between the beginning of
the human rncs and the oomlng of Christ,
When Christ came ths true religion, already
existing, began to be called Christian. In fact,
we see fragments of truth among all peop'e,
and her footprints o ths sands of all tlnu.
Ths truths of Chrlsttanltyare found In germ In
paganism. Zoroaster, Buddha, Confucius and
the founders of all religious communities pra-par-

th way for Christ. Heathenism nnd
Judaism mad straight ths paths ot Christi-
anity.

"Ths Book of ths Dad. Buddha, Confucius,
Bocrates and Plato taught Christian doctrines."
Th Book of the Dead, translated by Birch,
contains 140 chapters, and I fall to see the
Christian's own doctrines on Immortality (n
them. Ths authors nre unknown. It Is
simply a liturgy, not athnologloal treatise. The
nuthnrs speak of two hostile divinities atrlv'tig
for tho souls of the departed,. tail the authors
evidently believed In th transmigration of
souls. Forty-tw- o deities s'ood by when the
soul's deeds were weighed in the balance. Ac.
Let us h.ive chapter and vorse wherein Is
taught tho Christian doctrine of Immorality

I havo alrealy dispose I of Plato. I wish
readers of The Sits to note that It is not very
asytosavwhat Plato tnught on somo matters.

Philosophers ar still wrsngllng overths ques-
tion whether he ever arrived at the knowledge
of the truo Ooil. whether h held Ideas to bn
distinct entltUs and real exitrncs. Independ-
ent of the human mind and divine Intelligence,
they having seried as e'urna! patterns.ni cord-
ing to which God moulded and framed every-
thing: but there is no philosopher who denies
that Pinto held the belief of th transmigration
of souls. Buldha. I may obssrv. Is a title
meaning wis Buddhism Is based on th as-
sumption that human rxlstence Is a curse, not
a blessing, and on th doctrine of tho transmi-
gration of souls. According to Buddhist belief,
man is Immediately born agjln when hcd.ei.
snd h appvars In a new ihape, according
to his merit or demerit. Borne souls nrs p need
In slaves, plants, or disgusting animals. Some
nre borj In en of tho 1111 Buddhist hells, situ-ats- d

In the Interior of the earth: others nre
I orn ns blessud spirits, or eru divinities in
one nf the mnny heavens. This truly Is not
Christian, Perhaps Mr Hlgglns has writings
of tho Buddhists that I have not access to.
Glveusernptor and verse nnd "dltlon ot the.
books. For those who wish fosse the subject
in all Its phases, rtud Wlndlsuhtnan, History of
Phil.: Von Drey. AM.: Gfrorer. Prim

Hlsr. of liab.i.Sahlegel. Phil ot
Hist.; Wlssmaii. Ilevealed liel'g.uo, vol. It ;

Hehell. Phil.: Max Mailer, vol. I . p. 212: Cyclo.
pnjdla ot Knpwl. ; and any good encyclo-I.irdl-

Confucianism doubts the existence of th
next world, but lauds th present. A great
many say, however, that school believed as all
th Orientals be laved, viz.. In the transmigra-
tion of souls. Perhaps Mr. Hlgglns can en-
lighten us. but I nsk for the words In which the
Christian's own doctrlno Is taught nnd the
chapter and lerse. Confucius tells us (J. F.
Clarke. "Ten Great Kellglons." vol, I., p. BH)

that In th Wst th true snlnt must bo looked
for. He was looks 1 for ther. and h same,
nnd all the kings of th earth adored him. and
kings walked In tho brightness of his rising
And y the light shines lu darkness, an I

the darkness comprohends it nnt
But I shall grant, for the sitko of nrgumsnt.

that Christianity borrowed the dootrlne of im-
mortality from the pagana. Kurely It does not.
therefore, follow that the Christian docttln Is
false. The reader must remember that it Is
not Christianity that Is on trial, hut ths asser-
tions of the Fremiti enoyclopni lists nnd Vo-
ltaire. Schopenhauer snd Hunt, given to The
Bun's readers by Mr nigglns. Hence ths

have nnt even th charm of novelty.
Listen to thit profound thinker. Bchlegsl
("Philosophy of History." p. 134. Bonn's
Trans.l: "The enemies of Christianity
since th tlm of Voltaire hav not failed
at tho nnmo of Bonzls to throw nut
many malicious epigrams against

The similarity of Christianity to
th religion of I'o Is not rent, but Is that cari-
cature roismblance the ape btarstomnn: for
the npe has with man no real affinity,
no true Internal sympathy In his
organic conformation. but merely the
likeness of .n spiteful parody, such ns wn
may suppose an evil spirit to havo dnvlsed to
mock th Imago of Ood-t- hs masterpiece of
ereatlon." Vnl'nlro was a brilliant but super-
ficial thinker, and I am raallr ashamed to seo
a follow citizen of this g ,it Ilpuhllc borrow-
ing objection from hi in and giving them to us
ns though they were made to order In tho
home ot the brni e nnd ft e, Bciidmhticitr.

Thkktov. Oct. 30.

A Itellglon nullt by Utslteek Itnther Thnn
Kmotlon Urmnhded.

To the EniTon ok The Bun Mr: In The
Bun of Oct. 21) I notice n request by the
Ilev. Dr. M. J. Bavnge. that "somebody
would make nlar this, for still It Is not
'Intelligible' to me: How should I know an
Infallible authority, eveu If I should see one?
Would it bo by a process of reasoning? If si.
would not reason be. In such a case, th flnnl
court of oppt-al- If J do hot settle the question
by reason, then must I not suttle It for no
reason, or without a reason? If I settle it
without reason, then whst reason have I for
settling It ono wny rathur than some other? "

Dr. Havage Implies by his questions that nn
Infallible nuthnrity might prosent Itself in
questlnaable shape or that it might not bs
easily recognized by our minds, though It
come without disguise, because of the limita-
tions of our minds,

An Infallible authority must be by It very
uatutc logical. This being true. It will come

M . , . , s

without disguise. It will of necessity hava no
business with minds too dull to comprehend It.
Our deductions, therefore, are that when It
presents Itself we will recognize. It by reason
of Its Infallibility and because It could not
present lUelf If we could not comprehend It.

That we have never como In contact with nn
Infallible nuthorltr seems proved by two
points: F rst. thnt what somo havo consldsred
nn Infallible authority Is proved grossly lllog-lea- l,

hence not Infnlllble: second, that. Inas-

much ns we know of no Infallible authority. It
either has never presented llself or our minds
have been Incapable of comprehending It, vn
though It has presented Itsolf.

There Is n road. It seems to mo, leading to an
Infallible nuthorltr as yet little travelled by
tho mind of man. Hitherto passion has beon
the architect ol religion. By the anulysls ot
phenomena It has renred Its structure yst the
search lor nn Infalliblo authority still goes on.
Lot now. Intellect build a rel'glun not by
analysis but by synthesis. Here, I believe will
begin the road leading to an Infnlllble nuthorltr,

Boston, Nov. 2. John W. Hawkins.

It This Life IindsAlll
To the EtitTon ot The Bun Sir i Of ureat

Interest has besn th discussion In your liberal-ralnue- d

paper on Immortality and. on tho
'

whole. Its contusion seems to tend to negatlvo
rather than to affirm tho botlaf. But let us take

I comfort, w who iluslr to believe, for not th
j most learned, not the greatest thinker, can

prove toils whethor annihilation or Immor-
tality l to bs ours. Spirit only oan discern
spirit, the living spirit can onty testify of
Itself.

It may b considered to bo sn unworthy
thought thnt If thure Is not a llfs beymdth
grave w will permit ourselves th more en-

joyment her. But let us be truthlul sbout It
Is It not so? We havo some sacrst enjoyable
desire In the fulfilling of which wrong would
com In somewhere, and because of that wrong

even though by our fellow mn It might
never be known w have refused to do It. Hut
let some one come to us and sav. "It Is proved
Incnntostnbly that our soul dies with the body,"
andour point of sw Is changed. "I must do
this thing before I die," Is the Instant decision.

To know limitation Is to go just as far as
limit allows, then to retrogress or stand still.
A mother shuts hsr little one safely Into th
yard snd th child runs and prssrs himself
against the picket ftseoand poeps through the
bars Oh. hnwiMlghtful to wander along that
upward path, climb to tho vory top ot tho hill
nnd see wh.V Is on ths other side! Oh, how
tempting Is that grave where there ar flowers
to rlcu, and the blue sky to see between th
branches of the trees! Hut sooner r later ho
digs contentedly In his small garden plot, or
goes to sleep on ths dut heap.

Not the hope of Henven, nor ths fear of hell,
not the hop of reward, nor th dread of pun-
ishment, braces us to be men, and good at
that, but tho Inextinguishable Inward faith
thnt If we will w can step forward, onward,
upward; progress, advance, nchlove. What,
then. If the body die before Its time, or Is worn
out? We do not understand a halt, for tke
soul Is young nnd strong. Wu nrs children: we
hale only begun to Uarn: w wish to b full-gro-

in mind snd spirit: w hav even
dreamed that line, where wu rsy "I bllve."
there w shall ear "I know." Can w stop short
of such' And wbat nilrac'tls thcromoreln the
Immortality ot the soul than In the pink of the
to-- e, the golden nf tho oriole, the bent of th
hsart? Prove to us satisfactorily thot we dl.
body nnd soul, and w will, cousclously or

lowsr our stntelanl. If but an
Inch: but It cannot be prosed, ns llltln can It
that tho miuI lues lorever. and yet so finely Is
man built that he ulll not act as tf thschanc
wcresga nst It: ho will not Impede tlm prog-
ress of hU higher nnture: he will nnt dull the
Inwanl olce with Indifference nor with wan-
tonness, In ths poem. "Hugby Chspol." Mat-
thew Arnold writes thus of his father:

O stroiic soul, bj-- whst shore
larrisit thou now) Tor that force,
Mrelr, has nut btn left valnt
Honiowhra, surely, star.
In Iho 10110,11111: labor-hom- e vast
Of bslni:. Is practised I tut ttrsnctb.
Zealous, hentnetnt, firm.
Vf, in somo far'shlnlng sphere.
Conscious or net of lbs past.
Mill thou perform ,t the word
Ot tho uplrlt la whom thou doit lit- -
Prompt, miwoineJ, si Lo.--

But let us particularly uotlco th words " For
thnt force." Is It Imperatively necsnry to
Imnurrtalltr that her tho soul be a living
lorce? Follow up the thought, and nr w
jus'tltled In ejylng "I nra the captain of my
soul?" On the other hand, when w consider
the possibility of the a iuI's extinction, wo oiy
from the depths of our hearts: "O my Father.
Is this all"? And to such hearts comes the an-

swer. "What, my children, have nnt I given
you free will, the power to chooso between
rood nr.d evil, the materials within you to
tnakenf lit a hsaionor a hell? Iluve I not
glien lou loe and h.tte, faith nnd doubt,

and despair, the power to suffer and
to tiijo ? Haie 1 not given you joys of the
body Htnl brightness of the Intellect? Havo I
not glieti you music nnd tirts, trades and
sciences, intentions nnd dlscoierleSj bodily
agony nnd bodily ease ? Hni I uot given you
nature In nil her richness lolcsno and whirl-
wind, r.iln and sunshln. moonlit wotrs and
starry ulghts. the flonsr nnd tho forest, the
tempest nnd the laugh ot children, th tiger
and the Ming bird, tho stiuke and tho but-
terfly, pestilence and health, beauty and
desolation and do you say this, and In-

finitely more. Is all"? And we ponder,
nnd with a pang ot noble shame w say,
"We nre ungrntelul." We attune our minds
to bow to the decree; we nrguc: "It Is well. I
lime enjoyad. I haie suffered: and there Is,
after all, n great restfu ness In knowing that
when we dlo it means annihilation, tho stilling
forever of testless, aspiring mind nnd heart. It
Is well " But no, just as It Is the vxosptlon
for man not to know tho deep need of a
God, and, not knowing, not to seek the living
God, so it Is sureli the exception for spiritual
mnn not to feci the deep need of a llf beyond
the grai. and feeling, to bellev. Ha It so or
not. lot us rather believe than not. If nothing
ramaiDs at our dunth but the body, ws shall
never know that faith nnd aspiration are ex-

tinguished: If, on the contrary, the soul lives
continuously and Is conscious of doing so, so
muoU the more will our past bellel illumln
then, as now, tho "path of advance "

EuaiiKTH H. Bowle.
Cemiui, Citt. Nb Oct. 31

Where Is the 7tielatlon?
To the EntTon or The Bun .ffr; Tou

and many of jour correspondents hav held
I but n revelation from Is tin only proof wo have
of th existence of a God. Will some of them
tell me nhere this revelation Is to be found?
Ik It In the book or collection of books called
the Blbto? If so in what part of the same? Is
It In the Hook of Genrsis? Bclence tells us thnt
the world wns positively not mnde In six days.
Your orthodox correspondents might eay that
theso six days meant six irons of time, but
doesn't the Bible say p'alnly thut "tho evening
and the morning nero the llret day," Ac.

Is this the revelation that Isspokcnot? Oris
the revelation anywhere else In that Book? I,
It in the ilHTorent myths and legends connected
with the life of Moes ? Is there anything In-

spiring in thut story where tho snako that
Moses wns nb'e to conjure up by th passing of
a stick tluough thn ulr, deiouredall the other
snakes conjured up by the representatives o!
different Gods thnn that of the Israelites, thus
showing thut Jchovnh was the "God of Gods"?
Who, In these enlightened days, believes that

' this Is uieielntion from the Almighty? Is this
revelation In ths countless stories of cruelty,
rapine ami murder, countenanced by Jehovah
In the different books of the Old Testament, or
Is It In that beautiful tal of th children who
wero devoured by tho wolves (or the heinous
crime o( addressing one of tho prophets of
Israel bv the horrible nnmo of "baldhead"? Is
this invelatton mathematically correct when
Jesus says: "As Jonah lemalned three days
and nights In th whals'a belly, so shall the Bon
of Man remain three days and nights In th
bowels of the earth," and then, according to
ths accounts In the Gospels, Is aruolflsd on

Friday and rises trom the dead on Punday?
Look at tb contradictions In th Gospels.
The positions of th angels around tho
sepulchre of Christ or different In every ono of
the Gospels. Th Inscription placed over
the cross when Christ was crucified Is differ-
ently worded In every one of the four Gospels.
All through the Old nnd Nw Testaments thero
nre thee contradlcllon. which I havo not (he
tlm to sneak of now, hut they nro readily
noticed by eveath most casual reader. Whore,
0 where. Is (he revslatlon? lUTtos.LisT.

Nkw York, Nov. 2.

I Tho Troth, the Whole Truth nnd Nothing
I hut the Trnth.

To the EDtTon or The BuN-- 5r: The cor-

respondent from Trenton who recently dis-

puted my position (hat religious teachers
should speak whst they belleie. affirmed that
from Newman back to David, the great men of
the Church and Bible, hnve both practised and
advocated deception. I teply. If this be true,
so much tho worse for the menl

The excuse for (hem wns not only 111 Igno-rauc- e

ot tho mosses. but also of thclasss whom
they sought to Influence. In these days of
widespread odiicntlon howeior. I leave It with
all Intelligent prop'o to decide whothor they
can rien toleiato the thought thnt nn Instruc-
tor of any sott, and particularly a teacher of
religion, Is snlng what he does not believe
Ouo need not bo an Instructor or n lonchor:
he may decline to affirm, repeat or recite: he
may remain silent nnd thus "conceal from the
iwoplo what he thinks they should not know.'
But if he speaks he Is bound, ns an honest
mnn, to spesk what he thinks. As a teacher of
religion ho must reveal his convictions to his
harr whenever God reveals them to him.
"Ood must look out for his own Investments"
-- and He Is entirely competent to do It.

Xllorurchlsra. In Churoh ns In Btate. seeing
It craft In danger, always juitlfles Itself for
deception and lies. Esoterlclsm Is state-cra- ft

I and priest-ornt- t. Not th peopl. nor the
' truth, but the craft Is the chief onncorn: nnd

to save this, the peopto may b decslved and
truth perverted or restrained.

In thn New Testament we sse how even fit.
Peter was lead nwav by priest-craf- t. He wns
o Influenced by that Judalzlng or traditional

parly which has aver since held swny In the
Church, that ho so deceived or "dissembled"
that 8t. Pnul "withstood him to ths face be-

cause h was to bo blamed."
As to tho Injunction of Jesus, cltsd ns

authority by your Trenton correspondent.
"Cnst ot your rearls before swine." It applies
only to entire silence, ltctaln your pearls If
you nr surs they will be "trampled undsr
foot." But to east out a portion of them with
the pretension tint you have cast out all Is
quite another thing. The latter is the sin of
Ananias and Bapphlrn. "Why hath Butan filled
Ihlno heart to lis to th Holy Ghost, and to
ktrp hack part: thou hast not lld to men. but
unto God," Whatvr subject Is up for con-
sideration either keep silent or lse say ex-

actly what you think "the truth, th whole
truth nnd nothing but ths truth" Is th moral
of thnt New Testament story.

A Clehotman or Tns TnoTXSTANT Erisco-Vk- u

Ciiunrii.
New Yobk. Nov. 2.

Ttiellenionnblrnessnt Chrlitlnnlty Assailed.
To the Editor or The Bun Mr: Terralt mo

to offer some considerations at bearing morn
directly thnn "Higher Criticism" upon the not
of th religious discussion now going on In
your piper.

Christianity as It Is taught must grow or
on its msrlts. Men nnd women areconilng

more snd more to the point of de 'iding for
themsoltes what is right and wrong. Thev
are no longer willing to be guided wholly
by another. They arc eager to learn, but refuo
to consider emphatic declaration as eildcnce.

I will briefly touch on whst seems to me ths
general or structural linos of Christianity.

In the Old Testsmout: One Ood. Creator of
Himself and alt other things, good and evil.

Original sin: By which mnn. oreatd by God.
falls through the forco or power of evil. If
God was not solely rosponslbleordld not know
In adiance exactly what would happen. It Is
difficult to understand wherein Ills Golhood
lies God having craated evil and the man. Is
responsible for both,

Propitiation: We find man now atoning for
thlnchargod to him. buying his way into
faior. by tb, sacrifice of birds nnd bessts,
Thero Is no attempt whatever to show thnt
these crcitures hid any connection with th
sin. On the contrary, they are expressly

pure and lnnvent.
Divine Love: Wo llnd It impossible to bellev

In Go I's love-ev- en justice, with His partisan-
ship. Ills wrath and jealousy

Divine law: Without express Intervention of
miracles, men and beasts ure exempt from the
rrsulteof lncet: theft flourishes without re-

probation: deception has Immunity; the most
cruel snd unjust wars nnd Individual acts go
unpunished-na- y. flourish. A mere collect on
of human law der.ved trom experience consti-
tutes no vail I claim 'or Divine origin.

The New Testament Hero wo are Intro-duu-

to Joseph, a descendant from Abraham
through thrue times fourteen generations. Jo-
seph Is tratelling with Mnry. Then for the
first time wo hear of tho Holy Ghost. Eaoh
roader of simple St Matthew can decide for
himself that writer's success with the problem.
Nevertheless, now we have lnstad of one Go 1.

n Trinity, each separate, distinct, Inilnlt
beings, but still acuity.

Original sin nnd liiarious sacrifice nro tho
bases of tho New ns of tho Old Testament.
With all the means nt His com mand.God chooses
to olTsr Himself or Ills only hvgotten Son iboth
oronc.lt Is hard to say) as a ilcarlous atone-
ment to Himself. The manner of this atone-
ment Is such that many sect", each clnlmlng
the true version, fought and shed much blon t
over technicalities. His or Their foltowcrs
would koep It up did not soculnr law prevent.

Blood: We nre told that only through Christ's
denth and sacrifice may ivo gain eternal
happiness How could nn eternal being die?
What ancrlflc is It to siy "Adieu" to tho hot
plains, the pnln and misunderstanding nf His
life In Judea? "The blood of the Lnmh washes
away the sin o world." Is so cruel nthought
that Christianity might be rejected for that
reason nlone.

Salvation: Faith in the foregoing will win
etornal reward, and the'lnck thereof will be
punished by e'ernnl "weeping, walling and
gnashing of teeth." From Genesis to the
Apocalypsj, thn Bible fnlls to reach the wisdom
and justice of tho llhrnttK Gilbert, who says:
"Let the punishment (It the crime." It Is noex-cus- e

to claim that a sin ngnlnbt God Is Infinite,
because tho man Is only Unite, nceordlng to
ths Bible. True virtue n.ks no reward.

Tho Supernatural: Belief In the magical
nnd marvellous Is n raclnl Instinct with tho
Oriental, It Is greatest whom human Ignor-
ance Is greatest where humnn life Is on the
lowest piano. Can that be gainsaid? Super-natura- l,

maglcnl, mnrvellotiH seem, then, to
monn about the same thing ns Ignorance
The racial characteristic of the Northman Is to
seek n natural cause (or nil phenomena. Ho
may not iiudcritnnd, but will never rest satis-
fied with calling anything supernatural and
keep his mind nnil hands at rest.

Without nny pretension" as to tho Until word.
It seems tome thnt Jesus of Nnzireth wns a
natural man In overy respect, who In his youth
became possessed of the philosophy of the fur-
ther East H was endowed with exiraordln-ar- y

Intslbgenco. sympathy nnd courage. Con-
ceiving the Importance nf reform lo his people,
he sought to tench in tho spirit of patriotism
and brotherhood. H know the result that
needed no prophetic vision -- nor did It deter
him. Ho was executed, as many men havo
bon before nnd s nee hltn. for Interfering with
the usual order of thing and the business ot
others,

I fall to find one word against humun slavery
within the covers of tho Bible. Blsl.op Hop.
kins, however, found In It numerous reasons
for it In his book In dsfence of slavery.

It seems to me Impossible to believe even of
I the Christian Christ that He could stay three,

days in Hell without abolishing thst Institu-
tion, Or that He would be content la sit on the
right hnnd of Ills Father or ot Himself for two
thoaud years, while on eurtb mon, woman

and ohlldren suffered In doubt, when on word
from Him would st them right.

Can "Higher Criticism" clear th points nu-

merated? If not. Its efforts are empty and
fruitless. There Is no mlddlo ground for the
honest and conscientious. Unquestioning be-

lief In the supernatural or divine origin of the
Blblo It literal verity on tho one hand, and,
on the other, a broad moral philosophy which
seeks to carry tho good In tho. teaching of tho
past to higher planes In the present.

Washinoton, D. a. Nov. 1. Freeman.

Christ nnd the n "Woman.

To the EDtTon or The Bun Sir: X venture
to ask through your columns from one or moro
of the scholars and theologians whoso le'ters
on the great questions of ths proof ot the ex-

istence of God and a future life give so much
profit nnd Instruction to thousands of your
renders, tholr explanation of th posltlv de-

claration of our Saviour to His Apostles In ro-p-

to thn petition of the Byro. Phoenician
woman: "I am not sent but unto tho lostsheop
of Israsl" (Matt, xv., 24), a declaration

by Ills calling Isrnol th ohlldren and
outsiders dogs, (Verse M.)

4
No text In the Gospels has given to seekers

nnd bellovsrsso much doubt and pnlnnsthls
has. It ha, wrung the hearts of thousands
who believe, or wish to believe. In the mission
of Christ for the redemption of th whols
human race. To me no plainer l.tngusgn could
be used to state a limited purposo In nnd n re-

stricted labor by Him. I do not overlook the
fact that Ho afterward declared that He had
other sheep, not of the fold of Israel, and com-
manded His Gospel to be preached to all na-

tions, hut the later utterances Indicate only
a chang of purpose and a consequenct exten-
sion of His work nnd mission to nil mankind.
If Ills first quoted statement was correct.

The whole scheme of Christian theology rests,
or Is said to rost. upon tho doctrine of the
atonement of our Saviour, nnd theologians tell
us that His coming nnd mission were Intended
ali initio for tho redemption of at! men, and
were foretold In numerous prophecies liter-all- y

fulllllod. If this bo so how could He have
aid what He ill about tho alien womnn? Can

we Imagine Him prevaricating, much less
what Ho knew to bo untrue? Theso

questions force themselves Irresistibly on read-Ingt-

narrative, nnd In my Biblical rending
(limited, I mlmlt,) I have seen no explanation
nf theni offered at least nnns that Is at nil
satisfactory to me. Thus. Farrar. In his "Llfo
of Christ." suggests that tho saying was ut-

tered to try ths woman's faith, buttho dso'nrn-tln- n

wns mnde not to hor hut to tho Apostles;
and I do not think thnt th arguments ad-

vanced by other scholars, that It Is a thing
covered by th Justifiable withholding of truth
from those unnblo to comprehend It, Is nppll-cabl- e.

Her thsra was not a suppression or con-
cealment mersly, but a deliberate assertion,

Tenth New Jebsey,
New Yohk. Nor. 1.

Dr. Savage's Pnslttoa Supported,
To toe F.DHon or The Bun Sir: Tho po-

sition of thos who In these days ar assault-
ing the fortress of the Christian faith will not
be weakened by such deliverances as that of
"E.P W."lnthls morning's Bun. Itls Intol-
erant In spirit nr.d patronizing In tone, and,
worst of nil, runs In the smug,

ln of the "bolier-thnn-thnu- Dr, Mlaot J.
Ravage had asked how one may knownn In-

fallible -- uthorlty even If ho sees one: nnd the
reply oomes: "Br fnlth. Doctor." Now It
may be assumed that the Doctor had heard
that answer before and that It tailed to satisfy
him. The que-tlo- n reads as if it had been
asked In good f.illli. I ut the reply seems to be
fllprnnt. or nt least Inconsequential.

Dr. Savag Is told that th Church will never
degenerate Inton society of subtle reasoners;
but If we arc at liberty to asiuino that "subtle"
Is not here intended ns a term of reproach,
nn teachings, not even thot rovered and
prized ns sacred, should be in danger of con-
tamination in the company of that society.
Faith Is belief that does not ask for evidence
to sustain It; Itls unquestioning reliance. It
cannot always be coerced, and he who says
unto h'inself and his fellows, "I believe, I
blleve,"has not therohr created a faith within
himself. Is he not better advlsod who strives
conscientiously to build his hope upon his
reason, eo that the on shall boa foundation
for th other Instead of a menace to It?

Your correspondent reminds Dr. Savage that
"whosoever shall not receive th Kingdom of
God as a little child, lie shall In nowlantr
threln." nnd quotes It to him as one maltng
use of n threat. The plain Inference Is that
the Poctor has condemned himself hy nsklng
how nn Infnlllble authority may bo known : and
assuredly It Is not charitable for the righteous
man to gloat ororthe unrighteous one!

It seems to mo thnt Dr Savage's question Is
a very pertinent orle, nnd Is worthy of nnd
should receive pertinent Instead of Imperti-
nent replies. II. A. B.

BnooKLTN, Nov 1.

Another Defender nf Dr. Savnee's Views,
To Tiir EntTon or The fvsSir: llobert

Lawrence In Indulges In ndl.itrlbe
ngalnst what he stvlei the "mlo-nbl- n npology
for religion that Dr. Hivago proposes for our
accuptance." The Interesting jiolnt In his let-
ter Is his definition of religion. which ho claims,
"viewed hlstorlcilly. . . Is found to be

an nffatrof escnidng D.vlne displeas-
ure or attaining Divine faior" Toemphaslz
it he says; "Nowhere, Indeed, do w find a
mor desperate nn I terrible anxiety to attain
blessedness than among tb Hindoos." Thus,
his Idea Is thst religion consists of n desperate
nnd terrible anxiety to escnpo Dlvln displeas-
ure, and u desperata and torriblo anxiety to at-
tain Divine favor.

This. Indeed, Is a very primitive conception
of religion, with Its netessary Implication as
to the character of Got, and Is In striking con-

trast with tho views of Dr. fliinje, nnd In fast
with the views ot the enlightened mind of to-

day. Conceive, If possible, of a dssper.ite and
terrible anxiety to ocnp Divine displeasure or
nttnln Divine favor! Desperate means without
hope; nod terrible means n condition of over-
whelming feir. The necessiry Implication
ns to the character of Mr. Lawrence's God Is
that He untieing cap.ib'e ot demanding that
the worship He requires of Ills children shall
be Inspired by an overwhelming fear nnd by a
hopeless anxiety to escnti His Dlvln wrath
and to attain Itls Divine favor.

Imagine n bully ot the worst nnd most pro-
nounced type, nnn you have point by point nn
exact counterpart or Mr What
desperate nnd terrible anxiety, to cap? tho
bully's dlsp'easure snd to nttnln th bully's
faior. Is felt by all who nr subject to his power!
He has constantly n chip on hi shoulder to
keep his subjects In perpoiu.il fear. Wo seo the
same spirit Illustrated among animals, where
the weaklings exist In n state of constant, des.
pernio and terrible anxiety to escape th dis-
pleasure of the master of the llock or to ntta n
his fnvor. How they slink inio corners nnd
crlnceout of slghtl

Diviuo fnvor obtained nt such aeacrlflco Is
worso than useless; It Is posltliely dogrn ling
nnd debasing to the best olomentsnf manhood.
And a Ood. from whoso Divine displeasure
escape Is so utterly or wellnlgh hopeless, Ix

not tho "God of Love" to whom wn are poln'o 1

by the comforting words nf Jesus, hut Is the
horrible caricature ot Ood tnught hy Tertul-
Han In the second century, and by Tetrel In
the fifteenth century

If I unilerstnn I Dr. Savage's sermon nrlght.
it Is singularly In accord with tho teachings of
Jesus as to the ohar.ioler and substunc nf God :

and his religion, which Mr. Lawrence styles a
"ml'enble npology," is the same which Jssus
taught 1,1 Olve.ir ago: "Bo y therefore per-
fect, oieo as your Father which Is In heaven is
petiect." Dr Savage's Ood Is the embodiment
ot perfection as distinguished from perfection i

in tho abstract; and his religion Is the effort ot
th human to nttnln perfection. On th other
hand. Mr. Lawrence's God Is thedlvin bully
of the universe; and his religion Is the desper-
ate and terrible nnxlety of the Individual to
esinpe th dlspleasuro of this bully or to at-
tain his favor. 1! cither system Is entitled to
the epithet "miserable nology" 1 think Mr.
Lawrence's Is entitled to that distinction,

New Yons, Nov. 2. Hiatus A. ConELL.

KAISER'S MEDLEVALDKEAM

vrit.i.iAM ii. to hk siroiiD or cmtin
l.V A Xttir 11UI.T ROMAS KUflRt..

Hegemony eif Old German Emperors In He.
Itestored by Arqmsitlon of the. Irntec-torn- te

Over the Orient from the Vatican-Dreyf- us
Agitation Used to Abase l'rnnre,

Home. Oot. 8. While In Franc. overwhelm 1

by the Indignation of the nations, a painful
drama was being unfolded. In Germany istrong, skilful, shrewd snd foreseeing pol
was being carried out. of which outlines stun 1

nut In more marked rellof day by day Ths
Kaiser's pompouH pilgrimage to Jerusalem In,
cot passed out of mind, with the openly de.
clnred object of snatching away from I'rnr.c
herfnur-century-ol- incomparable prlille,
the protectornlo.

This ambitious aim. supported by all ths
German Cathodes nnd hysnme very varlegitcd
othnngrnphk) groups coincided with the puller
of Inlernnl concentration with the object o?
pursuing n policy of conquest In foreign alTnlrs.
Arbitrary nnd csger for glory, nntl-llli-r- an

determined to subdue t,
rising democracy nnd th new currents,
Wllhelm 1 1, calculated that the enrolment of th
Catholics In his dangerous nnd useless erus.i U
would give tothe forces of the young emplrean
In valuable .v'llltlon. ToOrdinnla. Archbiilinri,
Bishops, clergy, Inymen, he has tendered the
ollin branch, the alliance of nltnr nnd Himns
against the common enemy, thn democracy,
having In mind an eminently governmental
idea, peace at horn, with International power
In view.

Many German Catholics, ns w have sees,
hav preferred Imperialism snd oonsenatlv
opportunities to the proud, fruitful, ndmlraMs
Independence A former days. Hence ths
newspaper campaign ngalnst France, agalnM
her protectorate In the East nnd hor prlilleged
position at Borne: hence the connivance nf th
Oerrnnn Catholics with her most Implseshls
slanderers; hence the almost ministerial con-

duct nf the Catholic Centre and the determina-
tion of tho socialist and conservative policy

In the south men were more reserved and
expressed doubts ns to the value of such na
evolution. In the last elections to the Bnvsriia
Landtag, tho Bavarian Catholics carried their
Independence so far as to make an offenslis
nlllanco with the Boola'lsts against the am-ganc- e

of liberalism, hut along th Rbln and
In the north th Centre followed HerrLleber la
his new line of conduct.

At the moment when a dclslon was being
rendered nt Ilennes on the Dreyfus case, ths
Kaiser did Ills best to show up th mld"s Is of
the Ilepubllc and to preach the benefits, th
virtue of the Mona'chy, His speeches at
fltras'burg, at Stuttgart, and at Carlsruln,
contained hints of reflections on Francs lln
subtloand w'denwnke mind seemed tooutllne
a 'trlklsg contrast between the republican
government nnd the Prussian monnrehy. At
Btrasshurg especially his words must hai
sounded strangely, like a sorrow'ul knell, ti
the ears of the Alsatians, who hnv remnne I

faithful In the worship of their o! t Fatherland
In official edltor'als newspapers like tin

.Sfrmjiurjer lost, the Lnndmntuna. th
7itnng. and others of the same kind,

mad hat to continue In servile pictures tb
gloomy rarallel. The episode is irasle.

Nor Is this all. The Knler with that art thit
looks like nature, combining cold calculsthn
with Impetuosity, has nllowed the secret
thought of Germany to npp ar In nil Its force.
Pnliesltatlnglr. with no fear of ridicule he
proclaims himself " th only support." "ths
onlr salvation" for tho Church There Is gen-er-

stupifactlon. thro Is among
the Catholics. The Urrmnm and the Cenrs
newspapers try to put down lm new Lutheran
Charlcmsgne Intohls proper idnce. Dr

n southern CathoUcIn n spee. h
protests Indlgnnntly agalnt the monstr us
theory. These objectlops. however, do not
remove from th speeches their polltl:il
crnraetnr and significance.

At Bome. where the development of th
Kaiser's Idei Is followed attentively, his
spec:hes have confirmed tho uneasiness of
thoo who In 1892 foresaw the whole exten' ef
th German poller. It Is known nowroy-n-
all doubt that Wllhelm II. Is dreaming of a
sort or rsvlial in Lutheran fashion or the Holy
Itoman Empire. The sovereign by Instinct nnd
by reflection Is an en'lchtened. tiersererlnc.
fanatic admirer of the ancient nll'ance between
the priesthood nnd tho empire, between altir
and throno. He wishes to be the sword of re-
ligion, the foreign Bishops the protoctor of
Catholicism.

It Is nozeal forthe houseof Ood that posspscs
him. It Is the glory of the Hohenzol'orns. th
might of th Empire. For th former religious
hegemony of France no would like to substi-
tute tho hegemony of Germany. The Pop'e
republican po'ley In Franco irritates him and
disturbs his nnd deeply laid com-
binations. What efforts ho has mad to per-sua- le

Home that sho should "leave the
republic to stew in Its own gravy!" Germany
has no Intention of letting the Popo ssstch
trom her "tho nnarchist and sectarian
republic" which she brought Into being
or at nny rate helped to bring Into oxlstence.
She prees Home close In err form end bv
every means to detach tho l'.ipscvfrom France;
she makes uso of evorv M.ichlnvn'Han wile to
make appeasement, nnd the reorganization of
polltcal unity In Frnnce Impossible. The
Dreyfus affair has proi Idod her with a wonder-
ful opportunity for plea ling with tho Vntlcan
nnd for pushing forward her mysterious out-
works.

The Idea of hegemony, the hopes for n pro-
tectorate nre opposed to the tendency of Rome,
tolhngonernl policy of th Tapacy, and to the
security of France In the world. Doubtless th
perfidious and subtle mnchlnntlon Is foiled for
the present by the Inflexible resistance of l.eo
MIL. but In expectation or th coming I'oro,
who. It Is hoped, will be mor docile. Germany
Is preparing everywhere favorable sentiment,
and accomplice.

At the moment when narrow,
politicians In France aro calling for a policy of
retnllatlnn on the Catholics, thn actions of th
Kaiser are significantly eloquent nnd haie im-
mense Intrinsic value. Innominato

Kxpelled from Church rternnee of Her Hate
frm tie I'Mlidt pia uVic .edj'r

Way.nkshoiio. Nui. 1- .- M1m May i'Ir a
prominent younc woman of this place N.lit-l-

returned from the Holy Land, has been l

from the A n lb tain German Baptist liunk-ir- l

Church for ill.scnrding the contentions! plain
Unmet for a pretty creation of the nulln.-- r s int.

At a meeting of tho church autboriilis In July.
MInm Ollrr was notified that she must return to
the wcnilng of the bonnet, and that she ui.ul.-- h
git en until Ortnbcr to put away tier hni hhe
urole the church people, asking them to cxtcrt
lh lime, hut the ntiihnriiii-- nt n meeting n

ago tool; the mailer up. ,ind. llthough th"
defence wns set birth that the annual iiiecitnir . f
the bad mmlr the nf n hni
nr bonnet dicrclinnnry. MI-i- s oiler s cipiil.si.ei
won order!! hy a large i

Miss (jl-- nnd he; friends lll apiRal to ths
annual meeting fur llml deiermiilMlnii of ills
matter. Miss (Tiler is iihh ilslliinr Ntw York.
Sliolsiidaughtiriif iheln'e lllslinp.lrciib I' idler,
who nn-- , pro.nlueni in the nr); of the !enon.l

in this and the (niitnlrr if tie
tiiiser Manufni-iurlu- Company, the Isi'- -l
industuiinl nincern in Miutlierii I'cntist Itnni.i.

Ihe Mint Ancient Miielitne Tool,
from C'lciui'i .lepuziiir.

'I here can be very little doubt that the potter s
wheel, or potter's lathe, as it la also tcrme.1 -i

reent.s today the most anrieni form of
tisil kiioi'.i. Among the many aculpltitcd re
orris of the trades nnd occupations ivhlih no vn i llv
represent the customs and habitant the mice it
Egyptians, the potter anJ his nhe-- l hni. - u
found frequc-ul- depleted, and it is curious to u e
thai throuirh the alnnwt roiintlc.-- g,--- i - in n
since that lime this rrudn l nf lathe has un I r

gone nn material niodlllenllnn 'I h" prinu'iie
lorm was a Hiimll round table ml mi a
pltot, nnil Iree to revolie, lielug turned h hind
at lulerinls. and til tills device there er- .ihlid
ill the eiiurw nl lime .such hitup'n miiiemi no s as
a table lo support it and a fnnl nr n bind .wer
nulling arrangement, displaced, in ruu.t ' ''".
in povdblt a le isolated rases, by nctuil eu ie"
power driving, lu general use, honeier Hie iit-Icr'.- s

wheel n( the prewnt lime hears all the
thcono which, t.ooi) years r pi.ago served to turn out pottery allciuic uunur-passabl-o

taste aud skill.

y


